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STATE OF NEW YORK ,/ 

DEPARTMENT OF LA PHILIP WEINBERG 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 

STATE OFFICE BUILDING IN CHARGE OF 
80 CENTRE STREET ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

BUREAU 
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10013 

TKI...P.oE.. (212) 488-7567

June 1, 1973

,Samuel W. Jensch, Esq.  
Chairman 
Atomic Safety & Licensing Board 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D. C. 20545 

Mr. R. B. Briggs 
Molten Salt Reactor Program 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
P. 0. Box Y 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830

Dr. John C. Geyer 
Department of Geography and 
Environmental Engineering 

The John Hopkins University 
513 1mes Hall 
Baltimore, Maryland 21218

Re: Consolidated Edison Company 
of New York, Inc.  
Indian. Point Unit No. 2 
AEC Docket No. 50-247 

--------------------------------------------------

Gentlemen: 
The belated letter of 1Miay 9, 1973, from GeorgeE.  

Segnit, Mayor of the village of Buchanan, regarLing the 

possible installation of. cooling towers at Indian Point, 
raises more questions than it answers. First, the letter 
does not state what specific provisions of the zoning 
ordinance w-ould limit the height of cooling towers or even 
whether any such provisions would be applicable to a public 
utility such as Con Edison. Second, the letter does not 
explain how this matter was presented to the village or 
what information the 1'ayor had -before him w.en the letter 
was written. Such information is particularly significant 
since the letter was ,ritten under the mistaken imnression 
that the oard is merelv considerinq 'requesting" the 
installation of cooling towers at Indian Point rather than 
mandatinIC them as a condition to the license. Third, the 
letter does not indicate the official policv of Duchanan 
toward their. Indian,.i Poinl.t units as a result of ordinance.  
F'or e:-.,amJ lo , ':ould tlh villa- e insist that th 7 a'.)I].icant 
move its ocrations ou t of .uchanan rEtlher thn- r.'rmit a 
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zoning variance for cooling towers? Fourth, it is the 
Village Plianning 11oard and not the 'Iayor which would rule 
on an ap)pli(atj.on 1)y Con Tdi:;on. for a zoning variance, 
assuming one if, even needed. The Mlayor, therefore, is 
not the appropriate authority to be speaking on this matter.  
His letter, in fact, does nothing more than speculate on 
what the Planning Board may ultimately do in a hypothetical 
situation.  

It is the State's opinion that the issue raised by 
the Mayor's letter is unworthy of the Board's consideration 
at least until the above questions are answered and the 
matter is further clarified. The responsible village 
authorities should be requested to clarify their position 
immediately. At that point, the Board will be in a position 
to determine whether this new matter warrants a reopening 
of the hearing.  

It is our understanding that Con Edison had been 
in communication with village officials shortly before the 
Mayor's letter was written. The applicant should detail 
its involvement in this eleventh-hour affair.  

The State of New York does not oppose the reopening 
of the hearing if the applicant wishes to do so as a 
prerequisite to offering the village letter in evidence.  
However, the State must note that any delay occasioned by 
a reopening of t'his hearing must necessitate a delay in the 
issuance of an operating license to the applicant. Any 
other result would only encourage prospective applicants to 
engage in dilatory maneuvers. If the applicant is prepared 
to accept such a delay, the State would have no objection to 
a motion by the applicant to reopen the hearing.  

Very truly yours, 

LOUIS J. LEFINOWITZ 
Attorney General.  
By 

J .C:rab 7 2u S P . CO .... 7% .  
Assistant Attorney General 

cc: Myron Karman, Esq.  
Anthony Z. 1-'oisman, Esq.  
Angus .lacBeth, Pscl.  
J. Bruce MIacDonald, Esq.  
Leonard -I. Trosten, 7sn.  
AtoiLic Sa e-L & iicoiisj nc, 'loard Parel 

Goorqe E. ,cgn.t-, Viayor


